The entrepreneurial sector can play an important role in increasing the functional complexity of the territorial systems with tourist functionality, by increasing the capacity of adapting the local economy to the changes caused by the economic crises. The study aims to analyze the dynamics of the entrepreneurial sector, for the period 2000-2016, and to identify the changes in the entrepreneurial profile, in the territorial systems with tourist functionality from Romania. To quantify this dynamics, a database was created, at the territorial administrative unit level, with the main economic indicators (number of companies, number of employees, turnover and profit). The database was also used for the development of trend matrices on the evolution of the above indicators, at the four-digit NACE code (classification of activities in the national economy), and on the evolution of the ranks held by each economic sector for the analyzed period. The result highlight the importance of the entrepreneurial sector, in the dynamics of local and regional economies of the territorial systems with tourist functionality.
INTRODUCTION
The economic benefits of tourism in regions and countries it's a very discussed subject in tourism research literature. The expansion of what the tourism sector represents is considered very important in the direct and indirect effects to the economy but also to the welfare of the communities (Briedenhann & Wickens, 2004 , Chen & Chiou-Wei, 2009 , Croes & Venegas, 2008 , Holzner, 2011 , Ma & Hassink, 2013 , Matarrita-Cascante, 2010 , Tang & Tan, 2015 , Tugcu, 2014 .
Research done so far have shown that the tourism sector has become an important sector of economic activities since the last part of the 21 st century, and which will continue to grow in the next years. With its growth, will be produced a diversification both among tourist products and destinations.
The majority of regional tourism policies are based on the fact that tourism is an option for community development because its potential economic benefits will contribute both directly and indirectly, to improving the destination (Moscardo et al., 2017) . Tourism is often described as a "driver of economic growth and development" (UNWTO, 2013, n.p.) .
Taking into account the potential contribution of general economic recovery, tourism is approached as one of the priority sectors of the Romanian economy
The approach chosen for this study will allow us to highlight the importance of the entrepreneurial sector in the dynamics of local and regional economies of the territorial systems with tourist functionality from Romania.
METHODS
The analysis of the dynamics of the entrepreneurial profile in the tourist resorts from Romania supposed the creation of an economic database at the territorial administrative unit level and at the four-digit NACE code level with the main economic indicators considered relevant (number of companies, number of employees, turnover and profit). Based on this, trend patterns on the evolution of the aforementioned indicators were made at the level of NACE code. Also were made the evolutions of the ranks held by the number of companies, respectively the turnover for the analyzed period, 2000-2016, these two indicators being considered relevant in our study.
Study area

Figure 1. Location of tourist resorts in Romania
Tourist resort of local interest 1. Săcelu, 2. Sărata-Monteoru, 3. Vălenii de Munte, 4. Lacul Sărat, 5. Horezu, 6. Secu, 7. Albeștii de Muscel, 8. Cheia, 9. Moieciu, 10. Bran, 11. Ocna Sibiului, 12. Calacea, 13. Soveja, 14. Balvanyos, 15. Vața de Jos, 16. Bazna, 18. Băile Homorod, 19. Albac, 20. Arieșeni, 21. Sângeorgiu de Mureș, 22. Izvorul Mureșului, 23. Praid, 24. Fântânele Area, 25. Stâna de Vale, 26. Lacul Roșu, 27. Tinca, 28. Băile Băița, 29. Durău, 30. Băile Banffy Area, 31. Poiana Stampei, 32. Dorna Candrenilor, 33. Moisei, 34. Solca, 36. Ocna Șugatag, 37. Vișeu de Sus, 38. Oncești, 39. Colibița, 40. Pojorâta, 41. Baia de Fier, 42. Păltiniș, 43. Lipova, 44. Boghiș, 45. Crivaia/Semenic, 46. Trei Ape, 47. Cacica, 48. Bălțătești, 49. Negrești Oaș, 50. Tășnad, 51. Snagov, 53. Straja, 54. Breaza, 55. Băile Ocna Dej Area, 56. Băile Turda, 57 . Muntele Băișorii Area. Tourist resort of national interest 1. Amara, 2. Băile Herculane, 3. Băile Govora, 4. Pucioasa, 5. Slănic (Prahova), 6. Călimănești-Căciulata, 7. Sinaia, 9. Azuga, 10. Dâmbovicioara, 11. Predeal/Pârâul Rece/Timișul de Sus, 12. Buziaș, 13. Poiana Brașov, 14. Covasna, 15. Băile Tușnad, 16. Slănic Moldova, 17. Târgu Ocna, 18. Moneasa, 19. Sovata, 20. Băile Felix/1Mai, 21. Vatra Dornei, 23. Câmpulung Moldovenesc, 24. Gura Humorului, 25. Borșa, 26. Sucevița, 27. Borsec, 28. Bușteni, 29. Râșnov, 30. Târgu Neamț, 31 . The tourist area of Piatra Neamt, 32. Voineasa, 33. Băile Olănești, 34. Costinești, 35. Eforie (North and South), 36. Mamaia, 37. Mama Nord Area, 38.Teghirghiol, 39. Mangalia, 41 . Geoagiu Băi.
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The evolution of the number of companies in the tourist resorts from Romania (Figure 2 ), shows un upward trend until 2008, when, because of the global economic crisis, the number of the companies began to decline from 78850 companies, which had as main areas of activity the retail sale in non-specialized stores with food, beverage or tobacco predominating, other retail sale in non-specialized stores, construction of residential and non-residential buildings, freight transport by road, up to 73118 in 2016 when the smallest number of businesses in the resorts was registered.
As for the evolution of the number of employees, compared to the evolution of the companies, 2007 was the year with the most records of the employees, of 522756, and they are mainly active in areas such as retail sale in non-specialized stores with food, beverages or tobacco predominating and hotels and similar accommodation. After this year, their evolution is in a slight decline until 2016, when their number reaches 242973 employees ( Figure 3 ). Both, the evolution of the turnover and of the profit in the tourist resorts from Romania shows the same upward trend until 2008 followed by a decrease caused by the economic crisis, by 9756208.048 lei in turnover and by 1043592.3 lei for profit.
With the passing of the crisis, the evolution enters an ascending line, the last years of the analysis period bringing important records of the two economic indicators. The economic sector that includes services, water distribution and electricity production (tertiary sector), shows for all four economic indicators an ascending trajectory with high values, being the sector that makes the biggest contribution to the economy of tourist resorts, representing approximately 77% of the total number of firms, 58% of the turnover, 52% of the employees and 61% of the profit (Figure 6, 7, 8, 9) .
The second economic sector, the secondary sector, which includes industries and constructions, follows the same trajectory as the previously analyzed sector, but with a lower economic contribution, especially among the number of firms, only 20.2%.
The sector with the lowest economic contribution brought to the resorts, almost nonexistent, is the primary one, which contributes to the economy of resorts with extremely low values: 2.2% for the number of companies, 4% -turnover, 4.65% -the number of employees and 4.85% for the profit. Table 1 , which illustrates the variation of the number of firms in the tourism sector, out of the total number of companies from tourist resorts, shows a predominance of the resorts that have a relatively constant evolution throughout the entire analysis period, with a share of 48%. As examples, we can mention Azuga, Sinaia, Vatra Dornei, Borsec etc. A share of 34.7% of the resorts has a general trend of decrease and only 17.3% of these territorial systems with a touristic function have a general trend of growth, in terms of number of firms.
Among the resorts that have the tourism as a dominant activity are Băile Herculane, Dâmbovicioara, Arieșeni, Crivaia, Semenic, Moieciu and Trei Ape, the last one retaining its position over the entire analyzed period (first position).
The last positions belong to the territorial systems, which has been steadily declining since 1990, tourism resources could not support their development (Băile Baița, Negrești-Oaș, Boinești Băi, Amara, Sângeorgiu de Mureș etc). Amara   63  62  68  73  80  84  87  78  81  84  85  84  76  85  85  82  86   Azuga   32  36  34  34  39  52  38  36  42  46  45  41  38  33  34  38  36   Bușteni   13  14  15  15  14  16  18  21  23  26  27  23  23  21  20  23  24   Buzias   43  47  45  63  56  60  65  74  71  76  74  77  81  79  87  77  78   Băile Govora   28  26  24  32  32  29  39  40  51  61  58  59  60  61  58  94  95   Băile Felix/1Mai   39  40  39  44  37  30  27  31  31  29  31  31  32  32  37  39  42   Băile Herculane   25  23  26  30  21  19  23  22  18  18  22  20  16  16  14  14  14 Băile Olănești Balvanyos   35  19  25  50  43  64  67  58  96  63  60  34  35  29  30  30  31   Baia de Fier   47  34  45  41  40  35  43  45  48  34  32  30  29  27  26  32  33   Bazna   81  80  85  86  30  36  44  48  55  58  52  53  30  53  32  21  20   Bălțătești   81  80  85  86  62  70  49  50  59  59  57  57  55  51  52  61  75   Băile Homorod   48  49  49  55  55  49  58  56  58  51  50  58  53  57  56  56  58   Băile Turda   71  70  73  77  78  80  82  86  87  86  83  85  82  86  86  84  84   Băile Baița   76  75  80  82  82  86  88  91  93  95  94  91  89  92  90  91  93   Boghiș   81  80  85  86  89  91  93  96  35  36  16  13  10  7  5  9  11   Bran   14  17  18  14  11  10  7  7  7  10  11  9  11  11  11  13  12   Breaza   61  56  70  61  58  63  71  76  76  79  78  80  75  72  70  94  66   Cacica   81  80  85  86  89  91  93  96  37  47  48  66  67  55  59  56  40   Calacea   81  80  85  86  89  91  93  88  90  93  92  94  94  84  97  89  90   Cheia   68  52  59  48  45  48  37  41  40  43  43  46  44  44  40  52  55  Colibița   81  80  85  86  89  91  68  77  68  65  64  65  57  56  53  58  41   Crivaia/ Semenic   81  80  16  19  28  17  10  8  8  5  8  8  8  9  9  2  7   Dorna Candrenilor   81  80  85  86  45  49  42  61  20  24  23  33  34  51  35  36  32   Durău   8  7  6  11  10  7  11  11  12  15  15  14  12  12  12  12  16   Harghita-Băi   62  58  60  59  67  68  69  73  75  78  76  79  77  80  80  76  79   Horezu   66  68  75  66  63  62  62  66  70  72  71  73  72  71  75  59  60   Izvorul Mureșului   81  80  85  37  52  57  61  64  54  57  56  39  42  34  55  42  30   Lacul Roșu   56  51  56  57  60  59  57  59  61  62  62  64  62  62  64  62  61   Lacul Sărat   48  50  62  64  74  81  85  90  91  94  93  93  92  78  77  83  85   Lipova   57  61  69  74  81  76  83  87  86  87  87  92  90  93  92  88 Looking further at the changes on the percentage of turnover from tourism sector from total turnover, for the period 2000-2016 (Table 2) , it turned out that 26.5% of the tourist resorts from Romania have a general decrease evolution, compared to those with an upward trend -15.3%, meaning only 15 resorts (Dâmbovicioara, Moneasa, Sinaia, Peștera-Padina Area, Bran, Durău etc.) and the remaining of 58.3% have a relatively constant trend throughout the analyzed period.
Compared to the changes on the percentage of number of companies from tourism sector, where the Trei Ape had the first place along of 17 years, for the changes on the percentage of turnover, things are a little bit different, Băile Tușnad resort is the one that holds the best positions this time, occupying the first place in 2016. Băile Tușnad   1  2  1  2  1  1  1  2  3  5  8  6  3  3  3  3  1   Borșa   30  30  35  34  32  31  29  32  32  32  39  42  36  47  55  35  43  Borsec   34  34  31  38  36  26  31  36  81  89  86  86  88  86  86  83  87   Câmpulung  Moldovenesc   44  44  46  46  43  46  47  53  51  52  51  53  52  59  63  54  62 Mangalia (Cap Aurora, Jupiter, Neptun-Olimp, Saturn, Venus   21  21  23  24  21  24  26  31  35  34  40  37  33  31  32  37  35 Călimanești- Căciulata   5  4  7  3  3  4  5  6  6  7  11  8  5  6  5  4  3   Costinești   7  9  8  8  8  10  10  14  11  10  18  16  18  21  24  26  28   Covasna   22  22  24  22  26  28  28  28  23  27  26  25  24  24  26  25  27   Dâmbovicioara   79  77  81  81  86  87  89  67  71  69  47  36  35  19  25  6  8 Eforie (Nord si Sud)   11  12  14  12  16  23  21  22  25  21  28  28  30  26  15  12  16 Geoagiu- Băi   8  8  10  10  12  13  16  13  9  12  17  15  20  20  17  18  19   Gura Humorului   37  35  33  26  27  35  37  37  36  44  41  45  56  54  54  49  50   Mamaia   48  46  51  47  50  51  55  64  64  67  56  56  55  58  53  55 79  77  75  67  68  50  27  25  27  28  33  30  25  22  20  20  17   Oncești   79  77  81  81  86  87  84  93  95  92  91  91  92  91  91  88  75   Păltiniș   41  39  30  27  29  37  54  39  42  41  36  43  42  48  51  53  51   Poiana Stampei   79  77  81  81  86  87  38  42  43  49  52  54  96  70  95  93  93   Pojorâta   68  68  62  61  60  49  51  58  53  64  62  58  59  65  71  63  65  Praid   18  17  17  16  15  17  14  17  22  24  25  23  27  32  34  30  29   Săcelu   14  15  25  19  24  25  64  56  76  82  67  87  84  96  30  93  93   Sarata-Monteoru   39  37  40  42  55  47  50  50  47  53  63  60  54  38  38  40  39   Secu   69  69  68  69  77  76  79  80  86  85  89  89  89  85  83  74  74   Snagov   45  45  77  79  85  84  70  43  39  74  65  65  62  61  60  52  57   Solca   79  77  81  81  66  44  56  46  66  81  66  76  63  88  36  7  7   Sangeorgiu de  Mureș   56  62  71  72  74  68  68  63  49  47  45  47  47  49  48  45  42   Stâna de Vale   3  18  29  36  57  56  60  76  59  76  24  22  21  45  88  68  59   Straja   70  71  72  70  78  72  69  77  77  83  73  57  66  75  75  81  77   Soveja   79  77  49  55  59  87  48  93  89  63  84  90  82  44  59  73  53   Tășnad   33  25  27  31  30  33  36  40  38  40  38  48  51  60  68  64  68   Tinca   79  77  81  81  86  87  89  93  95  98  97  97  96  96  95  93  93 Trei Ape The rezults offer new elements regarding the analysis of the entrepreneurial profile of tourist resorts from Romania, which can fill the previous studies on the structural dynamics of territorial systems (Ianoş et al, 2012; Peptenatu et al, 2012a Peptenatu et al, , 2012b Prăvălie et al, 2014a Prăvălie et al, , 2014b , and the methodological plus brought contributes to completing these studies, especially on modeling the structural complexity of territorial systems. Also, the results obtained can lead to a better understanding the role of the economic component in generating adaptive capacity (Pintilii et al, 2016) .
CONCLUSION
From analyzing the dynamics of the entrepreneurial profile in the territorial systems with tourism functionality, we obtained different reporting patterns, identifying distinct categories of tourist resorts, depending on the share of tourism in the development of the local and regional economy (tourist resorts with a trend of growth, resorts with a constant trend and resorts with decreasing trend).
Tourism is a fundamental part of the entrepreneurial profile of tourist resorts, contributing also to the development of other economic sectors, due in large part to the flow of tourists from these resorts and its development power.
